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regard to the causes which have made them,
what they are. In like manner human volitions,
Chalmers argued, are good or bad according to our
feeling of what they are; with as little regard to
their origin as in the case of the apple or the
rose. We call a man " wicked" if, hy an in-
tending act of will, he has committed murder;
but this because the quality of the volition is
offensive to our moral sense, and not because
the act supernaturally originated in the man:
it was the natural issue of his inherited organ-
ism. The unhappy subject of the volition
naturally suffers for its badness, and questions
about its origin were dismissed as irrelevant or
meaningless.

If I accept this, I was apt to ask, Am I not
adopting a conception of human activity which
empties it of moral character ? How can a voli-
tion, which I could not help having, be justly
attributed to me as personal sin ? A person who
was the subject of an evil volition might feel
regret, but how could he feel remorse ? An
"agent" who could be justly blamed must surely
be more than a passive conductor of causal influ-
ence. Moral responsibility for " acts" that were
determined independently of the so-called agente; and are what they are, withouterfect goodness ofhen the end of October.     Its  popula-
